Note: The gray bars depict the mean change in response for each experimental group as compared to the group exposed to a light-skinned immigrant speaking fluent English. At left, the dependent variable is a binary indicator of believing the immigrant to be from Latin America. At right, it indicates respondents' guesses about how long the immigrant has lived in the U.S. The p-values reported below are naive, two-sided comparisons with the light-skinned, fluent English condition.
deviation.
3 There is no significant difference between the Spanish speaker and the accented English speaker: both were perceived to have spent less time in the U.S. Nor do skin tone changes produce differences in perceptions of the immigrant's time in the U.S.
On the open-ended manipulation check about the immigrant's country of origin, we observe that respondents who heard fluent English were more likely to not hazard a guess about where the immigrant was from as compared to those who heard accented English (11.3% vs. 3.0%).
4 Also, the fluent English voice-over produced a marked drop in respondents indicating that the immigrant was from Mexico, with the figure falling from 52.9% (Spanish treatment) or 54.5% (accented English) to 34.0% (fluent English).
5 Overall, we can conclude that at least a sizable subset of respondents heard and saw the experimental manipulations and responded in sensible ways. The fluent English voice-over did not fit the typical image of a Mexican immigrant to the same extent as the other voice-overs, an important fact to keep in mind in making sense of that treatment's impacts. Still, respondents clearly believed that the fluent English speaker was nonetheless the immigrant rather than an interpreter, as they used his manner of speaking to guess that he had been in the 3 The effect's 95% confidence interval spans from 0.10 to 0.63. From the linear regression model, the corresponding two-sided p-value is 0.001.
4 The 95% confidence interval for the difference between the two treatments spans from 1.0 to 15.4
percentage points. 5 Both of these differences are highly statistically significant. For example, the 95% confidence interval for the difference between the English treatment and the accented treatment runs from 7.8 to 34.3 percentage points.
country for longer.
Online Appendix B: Question Wording
• Do you support or oppose a national policy of allowing illegal immigrants already living in the United States for a number of years to stay in this country permanently and earn US citizenship? Strongly oppose, somewhat oppose, somewhat support, or strongly support?
• Now thinking about legal immigration, do you think the number of immigrants from foreign countries who are permitted to come to the United States to live should be decreased a lot, decreased a little, left the same, increased a little, or increased a lot?
• Please tell us if you agree or disagree with the following statements:"These days, I am afraid that the American way of life is threatened." Do you agree strongly, agree somewhat, disagree somewhat, or disagree strongly?
• Please tell us if you agree or disagree with the following statements: "The growing number of newcomers from other countries strengthens American society." Do you agree strongly, agree somewhat, disagree somewhat, or disagree strongly?
• How likely is it that the immigrants currently coming into the U.S. will take jobs away from people already here? Not at all likely, somewhat likely, very likely, or extremely likely?
• Generally speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted or that you can't be too careful in dealing with people? Figure 4 . The baseline group is respondents who heard fluent English. The proimmigration index is a composite of six questions with a mean of zero and a standard deviation of 4.14. 
